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1 hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the 
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in an envelope addressed to "Mail Stop AF, Commissioner for Patents, 
P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450" [37 CFR 1.8(a)] 
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Examiner 
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2634 


Linda Wong 



Applicant requests review of tlie final rejection in the above-identified application. No amendments are being 
filed with this request. 



This request is being filed with a notice of appeal. 



The review is requested for the reason(s) stated on the attached sheet(s). 
Note: No more than five (5) pages may be provided. 



I I applicant/inventor. /Jon M. Powers/ 
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I I assignee of record of the entire interest. 

See 37 CFR 3.71 . Statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b) is enclosed. Jon M. Powers 
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10/087,610 
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3/1/2002 


Group Art Unit 
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Examiner Name 


Linda Wong 


Confirmation No. 


7953 


Attorney Docket No. 
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Title: DIGITAL PLL WITH CONDITIONAL HOLDOVER 



Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Applicant requests review of the Office Action mailed on June 10, 2010 in the above- 
identified application. No amendments are being filed with this request This request is 
being filed with a Notice of Appeal reinstating the appeal previously filed in the present 
application. The review is requested for the reasons stated below. 

REMARKS 

Claim 1 of the present application recites, in relevant part, "wherein the processor is 
further coupled to receive a status message from a source of the reference clock signal 
indicative of a quality level of the reference clock signal". 

The Examiner conceded that the primary reference, Johnson, fails to disclose 
"wherein the processor is further coupled to receive a status message from a source of the 
reference clock signal indicative of a quality level of the reference clock signal". See 
paragraph vi on page 4 of the Office Action. 

The Examiner further took the position that "Zampetti et. al. discloses a stratum 
clock state machine or processor (Fig. 1, label 105) [that] receives status messages [labels 
107 and 108 [sic - 109]] from a source [labels 102 and 105) of the reference clock signal 
[label clock a, clock b) that indicates the status of the reference clock signal." See paragraph 
V on pages 4-5 of the Office Action. 

Applicant respectfully traverses these rejections. 
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First, the Office Action fails to set forth a prima facie showing of obviousness since 
the Examiner has not explained how Zampetti teaches "a status message from a source of 
the reference clock signal indicative of a quality level of the reference clock signal" as 
recited in claim 1 of the present apphcation. In this regard, the Examiner only alleges that 
the alleged "status messages" indicate "the status of the reference clock signal". No 
explanation is provided regarding how this teaches the actual claim language of "indicative 
of a quality level of the reference clock signal". 

Second, the Examiner has made clear factual errors in its characterization of what 
Zampetti teaches. 

The status-A and status-B lines 107 and 109 of Zampetti do NOT refer to clock-A 106 
and clock-B 108 output by the input clock DPLL A 102 and input clock DPLL B 103 of 
Zampetti, respectively. Instead, they clearly refer to the inputs of the DPLLs 102 and 103 - 
that is, the 8 kHz clocks 100 and 102. See, e.g., Zampetti, column 6, lines 39-45 ("Referring 
to FIG. 1, the digital input phase-locked loop A 102 and the digital input phase-locked 
loop B 103 can include all typical digital phase-locked loop component blocks, and also 
feature a state monitoring mechanism to determine what types of transients are occurring 
at the input These states are fed into the stratum clock state machine 105 for 
processing."). 

However, the alleged status information communicated on the status-A and status-B 
lines 107 and 109 is not received from a source of the 8 kHz clocks 100 and 102 received on 
the inputs of the DPLLs 102 and 103. Instead, the alleged status information communicated 
on the status-A and status-B hnes 107 and 109 is generated locally in the DPLLs 102 and 
103. See, e.g., Zampetti, column 6, hnes 39-45 ("Referring to FIG. 1, the digital input phase- 
locked loop A 102 and the digital input phase-locked loop B103 can include all typical 
digital phase-locked loop component blocks, and also feature a state monitoring 
mechanism to determine what types of transients are occurring at the input These 
states are fed into the stratum clock state machine 105 for processing."]. 

In other words, in this regard, Zampetti merely teaches locally determining when 
there has been a loss of an input clock signal to one of the DPLLS 102 and 103. See, e.g., 
Zampetti, Column 6, lines 29-33 ("If there is a loss of input, the stratum clock state machine 
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105 can command the main clock PLL 110 to use the historical controller, preventing 
transience from affecting the main clock PLL 110 at the moment it goes on the holdover."). 
This is what Johnson already does - locally determine when there has been a loss of an 
input clock and, therefore, Zampetti does not cure the admitted defects with the 
teachings of Johnson. 

The Examiner does not allege that any of the other cited references teach this 
language from claim 1. 

Applicant respectfully submits that the arguments set forth above generally apply to 
all of the outstanding rejections. Applicant, however, does not concede any assertion made 
in the Office Action with respect to these claims and reserves the right to provide additional 
arguments directed to these claims if a further response is required. 

If necessary, please charge any additional fees or credit overpayments to Deposit 
Account No. 502432. 

If the Examiner has any questions or concerns regarding this application, please 
contact the undersigned at 952-465-0760. 



Respectfully submitted, 

I Date: 2010-09-10 | /Jon M. Powers/ 

Jon M. Powers 
Reg. No. 43,868 



Attorneys for Applicant 
Fogg & Powers LLC 
5810 W. 78th St. Ste 100 
Minneapolis, MN 55439 
T-(952) 465-0770 
F-(952] 465-0771 



